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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The interview conducted between the examiner, primary examiner, 
and applicant's representatives dicussed the rejection of claim 3 and no agreement was reached. The applicant's 
representatives showed that the prior art appears to not meet the limitations of claim 1 which now incorporates claim 3. 
However, the examiner needs to further review the substance of claim 1 as well as conduct a further search in order to 
fully determine whether the admended limitations of claim 1 is still met by the prior art. . 




